
CREST 1204/06 AW/ep 1
DG C II EN

EUROPEAN UNION

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL
RESEARCH COMMITTEE

——————
– CREST –
Secretariat

Brussels, 12 June 2006

CREST 1204/06

NOTE
To: CREST Delegations
Subject : DRAFT SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS OF THE 308TH MEETING OF THE 

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH COMMITTEE (CREST) HELD 
IN BRUSSELS ON 19 MAY 2006

The meeting was chaired by Mr José SILVA RODRIGUEZ (European Commission, Director 

General for Research) and by Mr Richard ESCRITT (European Commission, Director).

1. ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT AGENDA

The Committee adopted the agenda as set out in communication CM 1703/06 of 

10 May 2006.

2. APPROVAL OF THE DRAFT SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS OF THE 307th MEETING OF 

17 MARCH 2006

The Committee approved the summary conclusions of the meeting of 17 March as set out in 

doc. CREST 1203/06.
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3. INFORMATION FROM THE PRESIDENCY AND THE COMMISSION

a) Mr SEISER (AT Presidency) gave an update on major research-related activities during 

the Austrian Presidency. In particular, he highlighted:

- the meeting of the Scientific Council of  the European Research Council held in 

Vienna on 26/27 April 2006;

- the Conference on European Technology Platforms on 4/5 May 2006;

- the EU/Latin America and Caribbean Summit, held in Vienna on 11/12 May 2006 

and covering a broad range of policy items;

- the research items scheduled for the Competitiveness Council in Brussels 

(29/30 May 2006);

- the launching of the Steering Platform for the Western Balkan Countries on 

26 June 2006 in Vienna.

b) Mr ESCRITT (European Commission, Director) informed the Committee of:

- the progress on the legislative work on the FP 7 and specific programmes 

proposals from the viewpoint of the Commission. The modified FP7 proposals

would be adopted by the Commission on 24 May and would now reflect the 

budgetary agreement on the financial perspectives;

- the Communication from the Commission "Delivering on the modernisation 

agenda for universities: education, research and innovation"1 adopted by the 

Commission on 10 May 2006 and reflecting the challenges for universities with 

regard to a globalized and transdisciplinary approach, as well as the financial

situation in the education sector;

- the forthcoming Communication on the European Institute for Technology (EIT) 

which is likely to be adopted by the Commission in June;

- the progress towards the establishment of  ITER, notably the initialling of the 

agreement by the seven parties involved on 24 May 2006.

  
1 doc. 9166/06.
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4. FOLLOW-UP TO WORKING METHODS OF CREST

The Chair drew the attention of delegations to a joint letter by the AT and incoming 

FI Presidencies concerning the future working methods of CREST. The letter suggests a 

"troika" approach (current and future Presidency and the Commission) for mid- and long-term 

planning of substantial points for discussion at CREST meetings.

Mr ESCRITT (Commission services) recalled the suggestions for improvement already 

mentioned at the last CREST meeting, such as a smaller number of agenda items per meeting 

and a clearer distinction between and prioritization of presentation and discussion items. It is 

clear that CREST had achieved satisfactory results, in particular on the 3 % OMC process, but 

that the advantages of CREST, as a body of representatives from Member States and 

associated countries not directly involved in day-to-day European decision-making, could be 

enhanced if it were to provide a broader perspective and timely input to European research 

policy issues. 

Several delegations supported the substance of the joint letter, notably the "troika" approach, 

and of the suggestions by the Commission, stressing in particular the:

- long-term view and foresight approach of CREST;

- importance of giving recommendations on research policy issues and the increased 

visibility of its work;

- long-term planning and drawing up of agendas after consulting the "troika";

- need to explore the means for facilitating a faster electronic access to documents;

- possible work improvements already set out in the summary report of the last meeting 

(see doc. 1203/06).

Mr José Manuel SILVA RODRIGUEZ (Chairman) expressed his openness to the "troika"

approach. He suggested that the Commission services could draft guidelines for the 

methodology to be followed, and to conclude on this issue at the next CREST meeting in July.

Mr BURIANEK (Director in the General Secretariat of the Council, CREST secretariat) 

informed delegations on the preparatory steps for the introduction of an intranet system.
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5. 3 % AND OPEN METHOD OF CO-ORDINATION

(i) Outcomes and follow-up of the 18 May Austrian Presidency conference on OMC

Mr SEISER (AT Presidency) introduced Draft Presidency Conclusions on the above

conference. In his view, the conference had provided valuable input to the future development 

of the OMC process. Participants had commented in particular on the need to involve more 

actors, including international stakeholders and actors at the regional level. A number of 

challenges concerning the future work of OMC had been identified such as the need to 

promote closer cooperation between experts involved in the OMC and focusing more on 

strategic issues of common interest by drawing up  opinions for the European Commission 

and Council and by ensuring that the process is better embedded in the national and European 

policy-making process.

During the discussion, CREST delegations drew attention to a number of issues concerning 

the future scope of OMC, notably:

- the difficulties in elaborating indicators for monitoring and evaluating progress by 

Member States on the recommendations arising out of OMC;

- the notion of OMC as a useful toolbox for Member States and, as far as possible, 

developing a common methodology for assessing research policy;

- the need to improve the governance process of OMC as a whole;

- additional topics suggested for the 3rd OMC cycle, for example a common market for 

research and human resources and mobility.1

(ii) Presentation of the latest draft of the 2nd cycle CREST report

Mr DARBY (Chair of the Drafting Group) presented the latest draft of the 2nd cycle CREST 

report.2 He stressed that the report deliberately follows a different structure than that of the 

1st cycle. It presents no recommendations or additional information derived from the analysis,

but rather a short summary of the sub-groups' results and the conclusions drawn from them.

  
1 A number of suggestions for the 3rd cycle are also mentioned in doc. 1203/06.
2 The draft was made available to delegations in electronic form before the meeting.
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Delegations commented in detail on different parts of the "conclusions" section, following 

which Mr DARBY underlined that it was still possible to transmit comments in written form

to the Drafting Group, which could then be taken into account. A further draft of the report 

would be made available in good time before the July meeting of CREST, so that the final 

version of the 2nd cycle report could be endorsed at the meeting itself.

(iii) Report on Research and Innovation in National Reform Programmes (NRPs): 

opportunities for policy learning and co-operation

Mr GONZALO LEÓN (Chairman of the "Follow-up to the Lisbon Strategy Expert Group)

presented the report of the expert group on research and innovation (R&I) in NRPs. The 

expert group had received its mandate in February 2006 and its work had focused on 

exploring how research had been reflected in the NRPs. The expert group decided to extend 

their assessment to innovation, as the majority of Member States reported on both issues in an 

integrated manner. A number of NRPs had presented a general outline of national research 

policy and given an R&D investment target, but no strategic approach to attain this had been 

set out. The need to identify priorities and re-balance the available resources was stressed. It 

was also recommended that major stakeholders, including at regional and local level, should 

be involved on a regular basis.

The inclusion of R&I in National Reform Programmes should also be seen as an opportunity 

for policy learning. In this way, it would be important in the future to:

- streamline and reform innovation support systems;

- assess better the leverage effect of R&D policy support measures;

- develop the transnational dimension of national policies

- improve the use of public procurement to promote R&I.

In their comments, delegations stressed that:

- the political environment for the setting up of NRPs and the limits to treating R&I-

aspects within an operational policy concept had been insufficiently taken into account.

- the transnational aspect of R&I could, by definition, not be a main focus for National 

Reform Programmes;
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- the data on research investment referred to in the report did not include all associated 

countries;

- the report could have focused more on the ways and means of overcoming weaknesses, 

for example with regard to public-private partnerships.

Mr ESCRITT (Commission services) indicated that there would be other reports following on 

from the work of the group. As discussed at the March meeting, globalization in R&D and its 

impact at the national and regional levels could be an interesting subject for discussion in 

CREST.

(iv) Organisation of the mutual learning on the basis of the NRPs and the 2006 progress 

reports

Mr SARAGOSSI and Mr GOENAGA (Commission Services) introduced a discussion paper 

on this point, presenting a possible way of organising the mutual learning exercise with regard 

to the research parts of the National Reform Programmes. Besides the NRPs and the progress 

reports of 2006 other documents could be consulted during this exercise. The work could be 

organised in sub-groups, comprising five Member States each. Following the work a short 

summary for each country could be produced. The Chairs of the sub-groups could then 

present a report to the CREST plenary. It would be important to discover which priorities 

different Member States had set to achieve their R&D investment target, and to assess 

progress towards the 3% objective.

A number of delegations pointed out that the scope of the review/mutual learning exercise 

needed to be better defined. It would not be possible for CREST to give recommendations to 

Member States on how to draft future NRPs, given that NRPs follow a holistic approach with 

research and innovation policy being only part of it.

The idea of mutual learning was well accepted by delegations, but the result that is to be 

expected from the sub-groups and the Committee would have to be well balanced in scope 

and nature, given that the task of CREST is predominantly to assist the Commission and the 

Council. The recommendations of the independent expert group chaired by Mr GONZALO 

LEÓN could serve as a basis for future work.
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Several delegations considered that the outcome of the mutual learning exercise could not go 

beyond a summary and should not include country specific recommendations.

The Chair concluded that the Commission could present a revised new version of the 

discussion paper to the July meeting of CREST.

(v) Results from the pilot RTD-OMC-NET call

Mr GUZMAN (Commission services) presented the results of the pilot RTD-OMC-NET call. 

The OMC-NET should foster the development of R&D policy coordination. The call closed 

in February 2006 and had a budget of 8,7 MEURO. From 18 proposals 10 projects were 

selected with the majority of the funding going to national or regional administrations. The 

results of the OMC-NET were assessed against the criteria defined in the call, in particular the 

involvement of relevant policy-makers and the value-added for the whole of EU.

(vi) Database of European Public Research Organisations

Mr PALLU (Commission services) presented two documents1 concerning a database on 

European PROs.

Following requests for clarification by delegations, the Commission pointed out that:

· The database is intended as a tool which could be used - on a voluntary basis - by 

national authorities. It has no legal status and its use is not mandatory in any sense;

· The list was currently limited to public (non-profit) organisations, mainly because in 

certain Member States such organisations are automatically provided with a certificate 

which facilitates their role as sub-contractors of a company benefiting from R&D tax 

incentives;

· The added-value of the list would be to clarify for the national authorities the status of 

sub-contractors to  national companies outside their home jurisdiction;

  
1 The documents were made available to delegations in electronic form before the meeting.
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· The inclusion of an organisation on the list would neither be obligatory nor constitute a 

definite proof, because organisations would have the possibility of finding other means 

of convincing - where appropriate - national authorities of their capacity to perform 

R&D;

· The database is based on FP5 participation, because FP6 data is not yet available;

· The use of this list for different purposes, for example facilitation of research 

cooperation was not excluded, but would largely be up to the Member States;

6. ART. 169 INITIATIVES

As a follow up to the discussions on the issue of "financial integration" based on the 

contributions received from the CREST Delegations, a discussion paper has been prepared by 

the Commission on the boundary conditions of scientific, management and financial 

integration under Article 169 of the Treaty. The Commission presented the three dimensions 

of integration for future "Article 169" initiatives on 17 March 2006 and the CREST 

delegations were invited to further discuss these issues1.

As discussions on previous occasions had shown, the financial integration aspect remains the 

most difficult. While acknowledging that the VCP ("virtual common pot") might be a viable 

solution for financial integration, several delegations referred to the impossibility of 

foreseeing a multiannual commitment. Some also insisted on the need to clarify that aspect of 

financial integration which foresees that financial support provided by the dedicated structure 

shall not be dependent on the level of national contributions earmarked for the projects.

Several delegations referred to the need to clarify details on management structures (relevant 

criteria for setting up the dedicated implementation structure, involvement of associated 

countries, time schedule for its establishment, etc.). The Commission recalled that no specific 

model is foreseen for the dedicated structure. Member States are free to decide on the most 

appropriate legal statute corresponding to their needs. With regard to its establishment, the 

Commission recalled that it should exist legally before the formal adoption of the proposal by 

the Council and the European Parliament since it will be the beneficiary of Community funds.

  
1 The Swiss delegation presented a reply to the discussion paper in written form to the meeting.
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However, some delegations would prefer to decide on the best way for management 

integration after concrete Art. 169 proposals had been launched.

7. SCIENCE AND RESEARCH POLICY IN TURKEY

Prof. N. YETIŞ (Acting President of TÜBITAK) presented an overview of the research policy 

system of Turkey.1 Research policy has undergone major restructuring over the last few years 

and public funds would now be available to a much greater extent. On the organisational side, 

the research policy profile has been substantially strengthened.

Comments by delegations focused in particular on the following:

- the dynamics of bilateral agreements as a tool for developing Turkish R&D policy,

- the focus on defence, space and industrial technologies in research programmes,

- the private share of overall funding for research objectives,

- the impact of Turkey's association to FP 6,

- the organisation of strategic long-term planning and the implementation of research 

policy at the national level,

- the 2 % target for R&D intensity, from which 50 % should come from the public sector.

Prof. YETIŞ indicated that:

- bilateral agreements with different countries follow different dynamics and variable 

geometry, but that, as such, the experience with bilateral agreements is encouraging;

- the 50 % split between private and public spending in funding could by reached by 

2010;

- association to FP 6 had indeed led to good results and to an improvement in the research 

system;

  
1 The presentation was made available to delegations after the meeting.
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- the Supreme Council of Science and Technology has a special task in taking strategic 

decisions; TÜBITAK works as its secretariat, ensuring the agreed policy priorities 

(e.g. nanotechnologies and applied sciences) and is actively involved in programme 

implementation. Apart from these structures, also several ministries would fund 

research according to their respective interests.

8. NEXT MEETING

Mme NYBERGH (Incoming Finnish Presidency) gave additional information on the next 

CREST meeting that will take place in Joensuu (Finland) on 5-6 July 2006. The registration 

forms and programme had been made available to delegates in electronic form.

The Chair indicated that the agenda of the meeting would be likely to cover the following 

items:

- Presentation of Finnish Research Policy

- 3 % OMC - 2nd Cycle Report

- Possible topics for the 3rd Cycle OMC

- Further reflections on mutual learning/NRPs

- Conclusions on the Working Methods of CREST

________________


